Background {#Sec1}
==========

Anemia is a major public health concern \[[@CR1]\], affecting approximately 1.6 billion people globally \[[@CR2]\]. About one in every three women of reproductive age 15--49 suffers from anemia globally \[[@CR3], [@CR4]\]. In Africa, anemia affects 35% of women of reproductive age \[[@CR4]\]. It also contributes significantly to the global disability burden.

Anemia is caused by many factors, including iron deficiency, infections, genetics, and other nutritional deficiencies \[[@CR3]--[@CR7]\]. The effects of anemia in a population are both short and long term. In pregnant women, anemia is related to poor maternal health and fetal outcomes, which may include infections, illnesses, and possible death for both the mother and the baby \[[@CR4], [@CR8]\].

Reported risk factors for anemia in women include residence, socioeconomic status, maternal education, and pregnancy status \[[@CR5], [@CR9], [@CR10]\]. Women of reproductive age have higher risk of anemia due to regular blood loss with menstruation, pregnancy, and childbirth \[[@CR4]\]. If the dietary requirements during pregnancy are not met or no iron supplements are taken, the risk of anemia among this group increases. In a number of households in developing countries, iron-rich foods needed to replenish such blood loss in women are either missing or insufficient \[[@CR11]\].

Many countries have sought support to combat this preventable public health concern. In 2014, a comprehensive plan on maternal, infant, and young child nutrition was approved by the World Health Assembly, with anemia being one of the global targets for reduction (by 50%) by 2025 and subsequent alleviation \[[@CR3], [@CR12]\]. Furthermore, countries including India, Pakistan, Ethiopia, Yemen, Nigeria, Malawi, and Uganda have systematically established investigations to understand the problems in their local contexts in order to design targeted approaches to combat the condition \[[@CR10], [@CR13]--[@CR15]\].

In Uganda the Ministry of Health has put in place deliberate interventions to improve maternal and child health outcomes through the Reproductive, Maternal, Neonatal and Child Health Sharpened Plan \[[@CR16]\]. In addition, with support from development partners, the government embarked on a number of multisectoral nutrition interventions that include: the production of biofortified and iron-rich crops, provision of iron, anthelmintic and Vitamin A supplementation, promotion of breastfeeding, complementary feeding, family planning, delayed cord clamping, intensified malaria prevention and treatment, promotion of hygiene through increased access to water, improved latrines, hand washing, and infectious disease prevention \[[@CR17]--[@CR19]\].

Despite multisectoral efforts to reduce the burden of anemia in Uganda, the 2016 Uganda Demographic and Health Survey (UDHS) reported that the prevalence of anemia was 53% in children age 6--59 months, up from 49% in 2011, and was 32% in women of reproductive age, up from 23% in 2011 \[[@CR20], [@CR21]\].

Past studies in Uganda have examined anemia using survey data for specific districts or regions \[[@CR10], [@CR22]--[@CR24]\], but few have used multiple DHS datasets or considered a country-wide anemia assessment. In contrast, our study addresses the above gap by analyzing the anemia situation at a national scale and considering nationally representative DHS data for three survey years (2006, 2011, and 2016). The analyses were conducted for women of reproductive age 15--49 years. The specific objective of this study was to identify factors associated with anemia in women in Uganda. We hypothesized that women in rural areas, poorer households, and with no education are more likely to be anemic. We further hypothesized that women who were not involved in decision making at household level would have a higher risk of anemia than those involved in decision making.

Methods {#Sec2}
=======

Data source {#Sec3}
-----------

The study used datasets from the 2006, 2011, and 2016 Uganda Demographic and Health Survey (UDHS). The UDHS is a nationally representative population-based household survey, conducted every 5 years. The UDHS uses a stratified two-stage cluster sampling procedure. In the first stage, clusters are selected from sampling frames using the most recent census. Households are selected from each cluster at the second stage. The UDHS captures information in such areas as births to women age 15--49, women's demographic and socioeconomic characteristics, household characteristics, maternal and child health and nutrition, access to health facilities and involvement in household decision making using questionnaires. It further includes testing of height and weight of women and children, and testing for anemia, malaria and Vitamin A deficiency \[[@CR20], [@CR21], [@CR25]\]. In this study we only considered women whose blood sample had been drawn for testing, who had a test result for the anemia level, and who were usual members of the household in which they were surveyed. These criteria resulted in 10,956 weighted cases of women age 15--49 years for the three survey years. The total sample included 2672, 2539 and 5745 women in 2006, 2011 and 2016 survey years respectively.

Measurement of outcome variable {#Sec4}
-------------------------------

The dependent variable---woman's anemia status---was recoded from the anemia level variable in the DHS datasets. Anemia level was determined from the result of hemoglobin level from blood testing. During the survey, blood specimens were collected for eligible women who voluntarily consented to be tested. This was done by obtaining a blood sample from a drop of blood taken from a finger prick. Hemoglobin analysis was carried out on site using a portable Hemocue analyser. Results were provided both verbally and in writing and all severe cases were referred for follow-up care. Anemia is marked by low levels of hemoglobin in the blood. For the analysis, all nonpregnant women age 15--49 who had less than 11.0 g of hemoglobin per deciliter (g/dl) were coded as anemic. Among pregnant women, those with hemoglobin values less than 12.0 g per deciliter were considered anemic. Nonpregnant women with hemoglobin values below 4.0 g per deciliter and those above 18.0 g per deciliter (g/dl) were regarded as implausible. Also, hemoglobin values below 3.0 g per deciliter and those above 17.0 g per deciliter (g/dl) in pregnant women were regarded as implausible. All implausible cases were excluded from the analysis. For the analysis, woman's anemia status was recoded into a binary outcome variable. All women whose anemia level was severe, moderate, or mild, were recoded as yes, and nonanemic cases were recoded as no.

Measurement of other explanatory variables {#Sec5}
------------------------------------------

For the analysis, covariates were selected based on literature \[[@CR4], [@CR26], [@CR27]\]. Covariates were grouped into three categories: community, household and individual variables. Community-level variables included place of residence and region. The region variable for the 2011 and 2016 UDHS was recoded as in the 2006 UDHS, for comparability. It was categorized as Kampala, Central 1, Central 2, East Central, Eastern, Northern, West Nile, Western, and South Western.

Household-level variables included wealth index, sex of the household head, type of toilet facility, source of drinking water, and number of children in the household. Wealth index is a composite measure of a household's living standards. It is calculated using data on a household's ownership of assets, household construction materials, and water and sanitation facilities \[[@CR28]\]. Wealth index was coded as 1 poorest, 2 poorer, 3 middle, 4 richer, and 5 richest. Sex of the household head was coded as 1 male and 2 female. Type of toilet facility was recoded as 1 improved toilet, 2 shared toilet, 3 nonimproved toilet, and 4 no facility. Source of drinking water was grouped into improved and nonimproved as in the DHS grouping.

Individual-level variables for women included age, educational attainment, involvement in decision-making, ever giving birth, access to health services and pregnancy status. Age was coded into seven 5-year groups: 15--19, 20--24, 25--29, 30--34, 35--39, 40--44, and 45--49, for better illustration of results \[[@CR20]\]. Educational attainment was coded as 0 no education, 1 primary, 2 secondary, and 3 higher. Involvement in decision-making was generated from three variables: Women who were involved in decision-making individually or jointly with their partner regarding spending of their income, their own health care, and household purchases were recoded as 1 involved, otherwise 0 not involved. All missing cases were recoded as 9.

Women who reported having given birth were recoded as 1 yes, otherwise 0 no. Access to health care was recoded as 1 yes, otherwise 0 no, depending on whether distance to facility was reported as a big problem in accessing health care or not. Pregnancy status was coded as 1 yes for women who reported that they were pregnant at the time of the survey, and 0 no for women who were not pregnant or not sure of their status.

Statistical analyses {#Sec6}
--------------------

Only women who had plausible results of the blood hemoglobin levels were included in the analyses. Data were weighted using the women's individual sample weight to adjust for nonresponse and disproportionate selection. The *svy* command was used to account for complex survey design. The independent variables were tested for multicollinearity using the pairwise correlation coefficient and only variables with a relationship below 0.5 cutoff were included in the analysis \[[@CR29]\].

Bivariate analyses were conducted to examine association between the dependent variable (anemia) and the explanatory variables. Pearson's chi-squared (χ2) tests were used to examine the significant differences between anemia and the explanatory variables. Statistical significance using *p*-values was set at *p* \< 0.05. Multivariate logistic regressions were used to examine the relationship between anemia status and the determinant variables. The results are presented for four models: Model 1 for 2006; Model 2 for 2011; Model 3 for 2016; and Model 4 for pooled data for the 3 survey years. Adjusted odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals are presented. All analyses were conducted using Stata version 15, and results are reported for the UDHS survey years 2006, 2011, and 2016.

Results {#Sec7}
=======

Descriptive and bivariate analyses {#Sec8}
----------------------------------

Results of the analysis of data presented in Table [1](#Tab1){ref-type="table"} show that 64, 31, and 38% of pregnant women were anemic in 2006, 2011, and 2016 respectively, substantially higher than the prevalence of anemia among nonpregnant women, at 48, 22, and 31% in the respective survey years. By women's involvement in household decision-making, 52, 24, and 30% of women who reported being involved in decision-making in 2006, 2011, and 2016 respectively were anemic, somewhat lower than the 53, 30, and 36% of women who were not involved in decision-making. Anemia was also associated with household toilet facility; across the survey years 59, 33 and 39% of women in households that reported no toilet facility were anemic. Region was significantly associated with anemia among women, though the prevalence varied across regions. Further, women in poorer households had higher prevalence of anemia than those in wealthier households across the survey years. Table 1Proportion of women age 15--49 who were anemic over the survey years by background characteristics, UDHS 2006, 2011, 2016Characteristic2006 UDHS2011 UDHS2016 UDHSPooled Datap-value/\
percent*n*p-value/\
percent*n*p-value/\
percent*n*p-value/\
percent*n*Place of residence(0.000)(0.140)(0.003)(0.000) Urban35.042919.950927.5148527.22423 Rural52.5224423.8203032.9426035.98534Region(0.000)(0.000)(0.000)(0.000) Kampala33.220419.624325.329425.6741 Central159.728423.626127.875733.91303 Central242.124030.324331.661433.61097 East Central48.925729.826939.260839.11134 Eastern50.436928.437827.391632.71663 Northern63.840521.029041.275443.41449 West Nile37.414932.116139.837437.4685 Western45.540917.437230.575431.31535 South Western50.135311.732423.067527.41352Wealth index(0.000)(0.029)(0.000)(0.000) Poorest57.946828.644640.7103742.01952 Poorer55.952026.444832.9102937.41998 Middle50.450019.446930.8107932.92048 Richer48.152722.254031.0116832.92235 Richest39.665720.263625.0143227.42725Type of toilet facility(0.001)(0.044)(0.000)(0.000) Improved toilet44.824421.742229.7131829.81985 Shared toilet42.243122.950126.8109029.22022 Nonimproved toilet50.7170122.0140333.2301835.56122 No facility58.829133.021239.331944.6822Source of drinking water(0.071)(0.948)(0.023)(0.001) Improved48.1184923.0186530.6458532.88298 Nonimproved53.282323.267535.3116037.82659Sex of the household head(0.587)(0.621)(0.199)(0.977) Male50.1184223.4171530.8367734.07233 Female48.783122.482432.7206934.03724Age group(0.295)(0.008)(0.113)(0.021) 15--1944.857819.260332.4129029.92471 20--2450.751824.544333.7116036.02122 25--2950.645822.147427.294431.61875 30--3450.239618.132330.880233.11564 35--3954.430830.831930.664536.41272 40--4451.124025.919533.553836.3973 45--4948.917427.118132.936635.3722Woman's level of education(0.018)(0.211)(0.050)(0.000) No education56.053227.530837.256742.21406 Primary49.2158522.9153731.6330833.86431 Secondary45.746122.556330.1146031.32485 Higher41.49416.813128.640928.0635Woman is currently pregnant(0.000)(0.006)(0.006)(0.000) No47.6234422.1225730.9515632.99756 Yes64.432930.628337.358943.21201Woman has ever given birth(0.001)(0.017)(0.750)(0.001) No43.260819.365831.1144630.92712 Yes51.6206424.4188131.7429935.08245Whether woman is involved in decision-making(0.008)(0.019)(0.085)(0.000) No52.637729.631035.743739.71124 Yes51.9136923.9127830.3310734.05755 Missing45.292619.995132.4220132.44078Distance to facility a big problem to woman(0.182)(0.127)(0.019)(0.000) No48.0125221.7146630.3358131.86299 Yes51.1141825.0107333.6216436.94656Total49.7 (N = 2672)23.1 (N = 2539)31.5 (N = 5745)34.0 (N = 10,957)

Multivariate logistic regression analysis {#Sec9}
-----------------------------------------

Table [2](#Tab2){ref-type="table"} shows that women who were pregnant at the time of the survey had higher odds of being anemic compared with those who were not pregnant, for all the survey years (OR 2.00, 95% CI 1.49--2.67; OR 1.47, 95% CI 1.02--2.10; OR 1.33, 95% CI 1.07--1.65) and for the pooled results (OR 1.49, 95% CI 1.28--1.73). Higher odds for anemia were observed among women with nonimproved sources of drinking water in 2016, and for the pooled results (OR 1.32, 95% CI 1.08--1.61; OR 1.18, 95% CI 1.03--1.36) compared with women in households with improved sources of water. Also, women age 35--39 had higher odds for anemia compared with women age 15--19 in 2011 (OR 1.99, 95% CI 1.27--3.14). Rural women had higher odds (OR 1.61, 95% CI 1.01--2.56) of anemia compared with urban women in 2006. Table 2Adjusted odds ratios (AORs) for anemia among women age 15--49 across the survey years, UDHS 2006, 2011, 2016Characteristic2006 UDHS2011 UDHS2016 UDHSPooled DataOdds Ratio\[95% CI\]Odds Ratio\[95% CI\]Odds Ratio\[95% CI\]Odds Ratio\[95% CI\]Place of residence (rc: Urban) Rural1.61\*1.01--2.561.130.71--1.800.940.77--1.151.100.92--1.32Region (rc: Kampala) Central11.600.78--3.290.950.49--1.850.920.63--1.321.140.85--1.54 Central20.760.38--1.521.400.76--2.551.000.67--1.481.070.79--1.45 East Central0.980.49--1.951.350.74--2.461.400.97--2.031.330.98--1.80 Eastern0.930.47--1.841.100.55--2.180.780.54--1.130.910.67--1.24 Northern1.650.81--3.360.660.34--1.291.350.92--1.981.300.95--1.78 West Nile0.580.30--1.131.320.69--2.541.310.83--2.051.150.81--1.61 Western0.790.39--1.600.670.32--1.400.920.61--1.370.870.63--1.21 South Western1.020.49--2.120.40\*0.19--0.840.59\*0.38--0.920.71\*0.51--1.00Wealth index (rc: Poorest) Poorer1.060.78--1.450.930.64--1.350.80\*0.64--0.990.860.74--1.01 Middle0.920.64--1.310.740.48--1.150.74\*0.58--0.950.76\*\*0.63--0.91 Richer0.840.60--1.190.850.56--1.290.74\*0.57--0.970.75\*\*0.62--0.90 Richest0.710.47--1.080.770.39--1.530.55\*\*\*0.40--0.760.59\*\*\*0.47--0.76Type of toilet facility (rc: Improved) Shared toilet0.890.62--1.281.110.69--1.780.890.69--1.140.930.77--1.12 Nonimproved toilet1.010.70--1.461.000.68--1.491.000.81--1.240.980.83--1.16 No facility1.030.64--1.681.450.82--2.570.900.65--1.251.010.80--1.29Source of drinking water (rc: Improved) Nonimproved1.090.85--1.401.160.86--1.561.32\*\*1.08--1.611.18\*1.03--1.36Sex of the household head (rc: Male) Female1.010.80--1.280.960.74--1.251.050.90--1.221.030.92--1.15Age of woman (rc: 15--19) 20--241.010.70--1.471.320.85--2.051.010.80--1.281.060.88--1.26 25--290.990.66--1.461.160.75--1.800.75\*0.57--0.990.880.72--1.07 30--340.950.65--1.390.930.57--1.520.880.64--1.200.910.73--1.12 35--391.190.77--1.841.99\*\*1.27--3.140.860.64--1.171.110.89--1.37 40--441.050.66--1.661.480.87--2.520.980.72--1.341.070.85--1.34 45--490.920.58--1.461.680.96--2.951.010.73--1.401.070.84--1.36Woman's level of education (rc: None) Primary0.890.71--1.120.890.64--1.250.850.69--1.040.880.76--1.01 Secondary1.130.81--1.581.070.64--1.780.960.74--1.251.020.84--1.23 Higher0.940.56--1.570.810.40--1.621.070.73--1.591.010.76--1.35Woman currently pregnant (rc: No) Yes2.00\*\*\*1.49--2.671.47\*1.02--2.101.33\*1.07--1.651.49\*\*\*1.28--1.73Woman has ever given birth (rc: No) Yes1.340.96--1.880.900.59--1.351.200.93--1.541.170.98--1.40Woman involved in decision-making (rc: No) Yes1.030.79--1.340.760.51--1.150.840.66--1.080.860.73--1.02 Missing1.040.76--1.440.720.46--1.141.000.75--1.320.930.77--1.13Distance to facility a problem (rc: No) Yes0.920.76--1.121.120.88--1.431.010.88--1.161.020.92--1.13Survey year (rc: 2006) 20110.30\*\*\*0.26--0.36 20160.47\*\*\*0.41--0.54Total observations26452580579911,024Level of significance \*\*\* *p* \< 0.001, \*\* *p* \< 0.01, \* p \< 0.05CI: Confidence intervalrc: Reference category

Compared with the poorest households, the odds of anemia in women in the wealthier household quintiles were lower in 2016 (OR 0.80, 95% CI 0.64--0.99; OR 0.74, 95% CI 0.58--0.95; OR 0.74, 95% CI 0.57--0.97; OR 0.55, 95% CI 0.40--0.76) and for the pooled results (OR 0.76, 95% CI 0.63--0.91; OR 0.75, 95% CI 0.62--0.90; OR 0.59, 95% CI 0.47--0.76). The same pattern was observed in 2006 and 2011, although it was not statistically significant. Women age 25--29 had lower odds for anemia compared with women age 15--19 in 2016 (OR 0.75, 95% CI 0.57--0.99). Women in the South Western region had lower odds for anemia compared with women in Kampala in 2011 (OR 0.40, 95% CI 0.19--0.84) and 2016 (OR 0.59, 95% CI 0.38--0.92), and for the pooled results (OR 0.71, 95% CI 0.51--1.00). The pooled results in Table [2](#Tab2){ref-type="table"} show lower odds for women anemia in the 2011 and 2016 surveys (OR 0.30, 95% CI 0.26--0.36; OR 0.47, 95% CI 0.41--0.54) compared with 2006.

Discussion {#Sec10}
==========

This paper examined the trends and determinants of anemia among women of reproductive age in Uganda. Despite the many frameworks and policies for addressing Uganda's nutrition issues \[[@CR16], [@CR30], [@CR31]\], the country still faces various nutrition challenges.

This study shows that, although the prevalence of anemia among women in Uganda has declined since the 2006 UDHS, it increased between 2011 and 2016 and still affects a sizable proportion of women of reproductive age. The overall prevalence of anemia among women in this study was 50% in 2006, 23% in 2011, and 32% in 2016. Common risk factors for anemia among women include pregnancy, source of drinking water, age, residence, household wealth, and region.

Results show that the prevalence of anemia in women of reproductive age in Uganda was 32%, nearly the same as the global average of 33% in 2016 \[[@CR4]\]. This rate remains high despite the interventions by the Ministry of Health, including the indoor residual spraying, distribution of free insecticide-treated mosquito nets, and iron and vitamin supplementation for pregnant women, among others \[[@CR16]\]. Poor health is a hindrance towards achieving the ultimate goal of health for all the population. This implies that substantial effort is needed to reduce the prevalence of anemia among women, since it affects maternal and child health and other development outcomes.

Pregnancy increased the odds of anemia in women. In pregnancy there is blood volume expansion \[[@CR32]\], which consequently increases iron and folic acid demand. More blood is produced to support the growth of the baby but this is only possible if the body is able to produce the required amount of red blood cells. These physiological changes increase the risk of anemia, especially if the woman's dietary needs are not met. Anemia in pregnant women leads to poor fetal outcomes such as low birth weight and stillbirths, and can also lead to death of the mother \[[@CR10], [@CR19]\]. More effort is therefore needed to emphasize proper nutrition for women during pregnancy and breastfeeding. Intermittent preventive treatment doses of sulphadoxine-pyrimethamine should also be given to pregnant women, including those in rural areas, to prevent malaria, since this is a predisposing factor for anemia \[[@CR33], [@CR34]\].

Our hypothesis related to residence and anemia was partially supported. Rural women were more likely to be anemic than urban women. Higher prevalence of anemia in rural areas may be attributed to problems of access to services including health services and household poverty. There is a considerably higher proportion of rural women who belong to poor households, that may have challenges with access to proper nutrition. This is consistent with findings elsewhere that showed that rural residence is related to poor health outcomes \[[@CR5], [@CR35]\] and lack of access to services including education and nutrition \[[@CR36]\]. Though rural households primarily depend on agriculture, and therefore may have access to foods and vegetables, they are more likely to suffer from non-iron deficiency anemia. This may be caused by infections, chronic diseases or zinc deficiency.

We further hypothesized that women in poor households are more likely to be anemic. This hypothesis is partially supported by the results of this study. Similar to findings elsewhere, women in the poorest households had more anemia cases compared with women in wealthier households \[[@CR37], [@CR38]\]. This could be explained by the inability of women in poorer households to afford a good diet \[[@CR39]\], pay for health care \[[@CR40]\], and practice good sanitation compared with women in wealthier households. Poor households tend to consume foods that are nutrient-poor, and are likely to be food-insecure. This implies that members in such poor households are at increased risk of anemia. Poor women are further likely to have challenges with regards to autonomy in household decision making. Women disproportionately bear the burden of provision of basic needs for their household members \[[@CR41]\]. This implies that household poverty is likely to impact access and use of services by these women. There is need to ensure that all women have access to health services and information on proper feeding \[[@CR42]\], especially in rural areas. In addition, there is need to strengthen poverty alleviation programs and women's employment opportunities in order to improve their economic status. There is also need to boost agricultural innovations and investments since a sizable proportion of households depend on agricultural livelihoods \[[@CR43]\]. This has the potential not only to increase incomes of women, but also increase food and nutrition security among households. As women gain access to income, they spend more on health, nutrition and education within the household.

Though Humphrey et al. in 2009 \[[@CR44]\], in a study in rural Zimbabwe, reported that water, sanitation, and hygiene interventions are unlikely to reduce stunting or anemia in children, our study found that source of drinking water was significantly associated with anemia in women. Results showed more anemia cases among women who used unsafe water compared with those with safe sources. This points to the risk of waterborne diseases such as diarrhea, dysentery, and typhoid, which may increase the risk of anemia in households that draw water from nonimproved sources. Waterborne diseases may be caused due to exposure to fecal matter in such open sources of water. There is therefore need for the government to ensure that all households have access to safe water sources, so that such diseases are prevented. Prevention of these diseases is important to the particular households and also reduces the circulation of diseases within the community.

Women's age was associated with anemia prevalence. Higher levels of anemia were observed among older women. This may be explained by blood loss during childbirth, which increases the risk of anemia \[[@CR6]\]. On the other hand, anemia among teenagers may be explained by the increased needs for iron during adolescence and blood loss during menstruation cycles \[[@CR45], [@CR46]\]. Family planning interventions should be strengthened to prevent early pregnancy through reaching out to adolescents in school and also those out of school. Further, all women of reproductive age should take iron and folic acid supplementation to prevent anemia \[[@CR47]\]. Multisectoral programmes aimed at addressing nutrition-related problems among all socioeconomic categories of women would be important in reducing anemia in women.

The research findings should be considered in light of some limitations with the study. The study was based on data from a cross-sectional survey, and therefore it was not possible to assess the cause-effect relationship between variables. It is self-reported information provided by survey respondents, which may be subject to recall bias. The study did not include dietary data because this information was only collected for children under age 24 months, yet, the study considered women of the reproductive age 15--49 years. It was therefore not possible to assess associations between diet and the anemia status of women in our sample. Nevertheless, the study offers insights into the high levels of anemia among women of reproductive age in Uganda, that could be a basis for interventions.

Conclusion {#Sec11}
==========

The results suggest that empowerment of women with economic resources, power to make decisions on spending household incomes, and access to health care should be prioritized in order to reduce anemia in women. More focus should be given to nutrition during antenatal and postpartum visits to health facilities. Health facilities should encourage supplementary feeding for boosting immunity for pregnant mothers since pregnancy increases the risk of anemia. This can be supported by setting up nutrition units in health facilities. Teenagers need to be continuously sensitized to the risks of teenage pregnancies and supported to stay in school. In cases of pregnancies, adolescent-friendly services should be available to support teenagers during pregnancy and motherhood. Family planning services should be extended to all women and teenagers who need them. Effective implementation of interventions to combat anemia in women will significantly reduce morbidity and mortality and other adverse consequences of anemia.
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